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BRIEFING NOTE ON TBS 0.8. IF*'8 BAS REVIEW Of TBS 
DRAFT RISK ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL TOBACCO SHOES* 


Tbi 0*8* EPA Scit acb Advisory Board Executive Coamittse 
approved it its meeting today tbs transmittal to EPA of a 
subcommittee report on the UFA staff risk assessment on 
environmental tobacco socks. The Executive Committee'! 
action* which was expected, beans that the EPA staff can 
proceed to revise its draft rsport Is accordanoa with the 
sub-committee's instructions* 

we are sending under separate cover a copy of the 6AS 
subcommittee's report. Without attempting here to summarise 
the report, we would note that the subcommittee tentatively 
endorsed the designation of STS as s Catsgory A carcinogen 
while, at the same tine, being highly critical of many aspects 
of the date end arguoents used by the SPA staff to support 
that designation* Whether the Spa staff will be able to 
comply with the SAfi'e instructions for rewriting the report, 
while preserving the Category A designation, remains to be 
seen. 

Dr Morton Llppmann, the Chairman of. the SAB 
subcommittee that reviewed the SPA document, gave a press 
confsrencs after the meeting* On the assumption that there 
may be broad media coverage of the meeting, we are enclosing a 
set of "talking points* ►\efc could be used in response to 
media enquiries concerning today's meeting. 

The following points, which arise from our observation 
of today's meeting and the subsequent press conference, also 
may be of values 

1* The SAB subcommittee acknowledged today that the KT8 
epidemiologic studies do not support e Catsgory a designation, 
consequently, the subooasdttee instructed the EPA staff to 
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attempt to male* a case against STS utilising the avallablt 
data on aotiva looting. 

When asked at the press conference how that atteopt could 
be squared with the applicible SPA guidelines on the 
eisssiffiint of caroinogenie risk. Dr Lippmann suggested rather 
weakly that the guidelines eight have to be changed to comply 
with the panel's instructions* We believe that the spa will 
face substantial political and practical impediments should a 
change in the guidelines prove ultimately to be required to 
preserve e Cless A designation of STS* 

2. The SPA draft suggested 2700 deaths are caused each year 
in the 0*8* by exposure to STS. The SAB subcommittee 
concluded that the number could not be supported. 

3. During the press conference* Dr Llppoann emphasised on 
several occasions that the risk from STS vis "viry small"* In 
fact* he atated that tha risk from STS was probably below the 
risk thst one would encounter from driving an automobile 
across Washington D.C. 

4. When asked whether occasional txposura to BT8 prsssnts a 
problem* Dr Llppoann stated that slight exposure was unlikely 
to be significant. 

5. Dr Llppoann was asked on several occasions whether the 
subcommittee believed that exposure to BTS in the workplace 
presents a riak to haalth. Be refused on each occasion to 
answer the question directly* choosing Instead to repeat the 
statement that the risk due to exposure to STS is "very 
small*. 


Overall* the proceedings today indicate considerable 
skepticism on the part of the SAB executive committee and the 
STS subcommittee concerning the SPA staffs 1 draft report on 
bts. as we have previously indicated, considerable revision 
of the EPA draft will be required before the document can be 
released in a final form* Xn addition* before final release* 
The SAB executive committee end the BTS subcommittee have 
requested an opportunity to review the draft as rsvlstd* As 
we slso have sdvieed previously* it seems to us highly 
unlikely thst say further SAB review will occur before the end 
of the calendar year. 
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